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Case Reported this Week. 


Ellis v. The National Union of Conservative and Constitutional 
Associations, R. W. E. Middleton, and A. E, Southall 





CURRENT TOPICS. 


Many or the solicitor Parliamentary candidates have already 
been returned. Up to Thursday morning the list included Sir 
H. Fow er, Sir A. K. Roturr, Sir J. T. Woopnovsz, Mr. Hetper, 
Mr. A. F. Warr, and Mr. Skewes Cox—all members of the last 
Parliament. Mr. Sypnzy Gener (for Walsall) and Mr. Donaup 
Mactzan (for Bath) have been unsuccessful. 





WE uavE not had long to wait for a practical interpretation of 
the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1895, to which 
we referred last week, and which makes it an illegal practice, 
for the purpose of affecting the return of any candidate, to 
“make or publish any false statement of fact in relation to the 
personal character or conduct of such candidate,” unless the 
maker or publisher of such statement can shew that he had 
reasonable grounds for believing, and did believe, the statement 
made by him to be true. On Wednesday last Mr. J. E. Extis, 
a candidate for the Rushcliffe Division of Nottinghamshire, 
applied to the Vacation Judge for an injunction, pursuant 
to section 3 of the Act, to restrain the publication of “any 
false statement of fact in relation to the personal character 
or conduct of the plaintiff that, or to the effect that, during 
the months of August and September, 1889, or at any 
other time, the plaintiff was in correspondence with the 
enemy, or is or may be found on the side of Britain’s enemies, 


|or was or behaved or. acted as a traitor, or any other state- 


ments to the like effect.” Mr. Justice Bucxixy pointed out (as 
Mr. Baron Pottock did in the case we cited last week) that the 
language of the statute is “false statement of fact,” and that 
that phrase must be used in contrast to a false statement of 
opinion. The language is not merely a “ false statement,” but 
a “false statement of fact”; and the statement must be in 
relation tothe personal character or conduct of the candidate. 
It must, therefore, be a false statement of fact bearing on a 
candidate’s character or conduct. But the placard in which the 
statement was contained did not state to whom Mr. Extis’s letter 
was written ; and the object of the poster, as the learned judge 
held, was only to shew that Mr. Eris was not supporting the 
Government, but seeking means for making an attack upon it— 
or possibly that he was forgetful of his duty as a patriotic 
Briton to support the Government. This was, in the view of 
the learned judge, a statement of opinion, not of fact, and the 
motion for an injunction failed. 





THE APPLICATION was memorable as having given rise to Mr. 
Justice Bucktey’s first joke. It need hardly be said that the 
jest, like many of the best pieces of humour, was apparently 
unconscious, and the laughter with which it was greeted 
must have occasioned some surprise to its author. Mr. 
Cowarp appeared as counsel for the defendants in the case; 
and in the course of the argument, the learned judge re- 
marked, ‘‘I have not to consider whether this is a libel or not. 
I have to look for a false statement within the meaning of the 
Act. Suppose I say a man is a coward, is that a statement of 
fact?” This was alittle hard on Mr. Cowanrp, since the intention 
of the observation was to imply that a most derogatory state- 
ment may be a mere matter of opinion, but counsel rose to the 
occasion and at once remarked that he did not take the remark 
as intended to be personal. We trust that the learned judge, 
to whose excellent judicial qualities the sense of humour is 
alone lacking, will be encouraged to persevere in the perpetra- 
tion of equally excellent jokes. 





As we (lo not happen to have, so fer as we are aware, among 
our contributors or correspondents any solicitors who have been 
subject to the bankruptcy laws, we have not had forwarded to 
us the circular which, according to a daily newspaper, has been 
issued by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society. If 


49 



























746 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Oct. 6, 1900. 








our contemporary is correctly informed, the circular runs as 
WS : 


‘I am instructed by the Council to inform you that it has been | P 


decided that practising certificates shall not, as a matter of course, be 
issued to solicitors who are undischarged bankrupts, or who have 
executed deeds of arrangement or assignment for the benefit of 
creditors. 

“* The Council have reason to believe that this regulation may affect 
you, and think it right to give you early notice of it.” 
It is further stated that this circular has been sent to all 
solicitors who have become bankrupt within the last eight 
years; though why that period should be selected as 
the term of limitation for purging the offence of in- 
solvency we are not informed. Nor do we understand why 
only undischarged bankrupts are to be subject to refusal of 
their certificates, while a solicitor who has executed a deed of 
arrangement for the benefit of his creditors, apparently whether 
matters under such deed have been wound up or not, is to be 
subject to such refusal. Possibly, however, the daily paper 
referred to (which professes to know a good deal of what goes 
on at the Law Institution) may have got hold of an early draft 
of the circular. 





‘“‘A man,” according to Jzsszt, M.R., in Broder v. Sail- 
lard (24 W. R. 1011, 2 Ch. D. 692), ‘is entitled to the 
comfortable enjoyment of his dwelling-house,”’ and the 
tenant of a flat, it seems to follow, is entitled to the comfort- 
able enjoyment of his flat. Hence the plaintiff in Sanders- Clark 
v. Grosvenor Mansions Co. and D’ Alessandri (48 W. R. 570) was 
evidently entitled to the relief which she obtained. She 
rented a flat in a building owned by the first defendants, and 
when she took the flat there were only private residences in the 
building. Subsequently D’Atzssanpri took a part of the 
building and used it for a restaurant, with the various accom- 
panimente of heat, smell, and noise, and in respect of each the 
plaintiff found her comfortable enjoyment of her flat 
interfered with, and sued for an injunction accordingly. 
But in adjoining houses, and still more in the collection 
of flats which make up a mansion, “comfortable enjoy- 
ment” must be limited by the enjoyment of one’s 
neighbour whether he enjoys his premises as a private 
residence or whether (if trade is permitted) he enjoys them by 
carrying on his trade. In Reinhardt v. Mentasti (38 W. R. 10, 
42 Oh. D. 685) Kexewicn, J., seems to have considered that it 
was immaterial to ascertain whether the defendant was 
enjoying his premises reasonably or not, and that he was 
liable to an injunction if the plaintiff was injured; if, 
that is, he suffered more than the annoyance which is 
inevitable in the case of near neighbours, however much a 
paternal jurisprudence may aspire to insure comfortable enjoy - 
ment for every man. There is always the chance that 
the next house may have a nursery or piano, which no laws 
can quiet. In the present case, Bucktzy, J., seems to have 
been doubtful about Reinhardt v. Mentasti, and he considered 
that the legal consequences of a neighbour’s user of his 
premises might very much depend on whether the user 
was reasonable or no. The nvise from the restaurant he 
treated as a slight matter, of which the plaintiff should not 
complain ; the smell was more serious, and was due, he held, to 
the defendant’s unreasonable user, and the heat was held to be 
unjustifiable for another reason. The defendant had attached 
his large kitchen range to a flue which was only adapted to 
ordiosry fires, and had as a natural result overheated the 
adjoining rooms. On the whole, therefore, the plaintiff got the 
benefit of the salutary doctrine above referred to. 





-. A vERY important question upon the use by a local authority 
of lands which they have acquired compulsorily was decided by 
the Court of Appeal (Lord Atversronz, M.R., and Ricsy and 
Cotuins, L.JJ.) in Attorney-General v. Hanwell Urban District 
Council (48 W. R. 690), Iu 1881 the Brentford Union, as the 
then sanitary authority for the Hanwell district, acquired under 
section 176 of the Public Health Act, 1875, about twelve acres 
of land in the parish of Hanwell for the disposal of the 
sewage of the parish of Hanwell in their district. Section 








176 of the Public Health Act, 1875, incorporates the 
Lands Olauses Acts, but requires the local authority before 
utting the compulsory powers in force to advertize ‘‘ the nature 
of the undertaking in respect of which the lands are proposed 
to be taken.” This requirement had been duly com- 
plied with in the present case, and the greater part of 
the land was used for the purpose specified. Some 
two acres of it, however, had been found to be unsuit- 
able and it was proposed to erect upon them a hospital for 
infectious diseases. aber section 175 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, lands not wanted for the purposes for which they 
have been acquired are, unless the Local Government Board other- 
wise direct, to be sold. Application was accordingly made to 
the Local Government Board, and, upon an inquiry being held, 
it was directed that the land not required for sewage purposes 
should be retained by the district couneil as a site for the proposed 
hospital. This order clearly went beyond the terms of the power 
conferred on the Local Government Board by section 175, and 
the question arose whether the council were at liberty to use 
the land in the manner intended. All that the Local Govera- 
ment Board are.empowered to do is to declare that the land 
shall not be sold. It is not for them, so far as section 175 is 
concerned, to direct to what use, other than that originally 
intended, the land shall be put. It was necessary to treat the 
order, therefore, as simply a direction that the land should not 
be sold, and then to determine, apart from the remaining terms 
of the order, to what use the district council were entitled to put 
the land. 





Wir rzcarp to land which has been acquired compulsorily, 
and which is not immediately required, the general rule is that 
it can be used in any manner which is not an infringement of 
the rights of other persons and which is not incompatible with 
the purposes of the public body which has acquired it: see 
Foster v. London Chatham and Dover Railway Co. (438 W. R. 
116; 1895, 1 Q. B. 711). But in ordinary cases the land 
must before many years elapse be used for the express 
purposes of the undertaking for which it was acquired. Other- 
wise it will become superfluous land and will have to be disposed 
of. It is this liability to be sold which in cases under the 
Public Health Act, 1875, is put an end to by a direction of the 
Local Government Board under section 175. Does, then, such a 
direction, in addition to enabling the local authority to 
retain the land, extend the rights of proprietorship so 
that the restrictions attending the original acquisition of 
the land are removed? To allow such a result would obviously 
be opposed to the scheme laid down in section 176 for putting 
the compulsory powers in force, and it was negatived both by 
Kexewicn, J., and the Court of Appeal. The publication before 
the land is taken of the purposes for which it is required enables 
the landowners to judge how far they shall carry their opposition 
and the terms on which the land has been acquired would be 
seriously violated if it was allowed to be permanently devoted 
to afresh purpose. The power of the local authority, said the 
Master of the Rolls, ‘‘ to acquire land compulsorily is to acquire 
it for specific purposes, and I think as long as they hold it 
without fresh statutory authority they can only hold it for 
those purposes.” In other words, the direction of the 
Local Beconaneet Board under section 175 merely relieves 
the local authority from the obligation to sell; it does not 
extend the character of the uses to which the land may be put. 
This seems to leave the land barren in the hands of the local 
authority ; but that is the result of the language of section 175. 
It may serve the purpose of the local authority simply to 
keep the land unused—in order, it was suggested by the 
Master of the Rolls, to prevent other persons from coming in. 
But, however this may be, the Legislature has not sanctioned 
any new user of it. Section 175 is exhausted when the local 
authority have obtained permission to retain the land. 





THE RECENT decision of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council in Falkingham v. Victorian Railways Commissioner (1900, 
A. ©. 452) affirms the useful rule that an award is not to be 
invalidated merely on the ibility that the arbitrator has 
taken into consideration fF ss matters than those which are 
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referred to him. Of course if an arbitator includes in a lump 
sum awarded as well items with which he is entitled to deal as 
other matters in respect of which he has no jurisdiction, the 
award is bad and will beset aside. This may happen in arbitra- 
tions where the reference is under the Lands Clauses Acts, and 
certain of the items which the arbitrator takes into account are 
not the proper subject for compensation. ‘‘ If the compensation,” 
said Buacksurn, J., in Duke of Buccleuchv. Metropolitan Board f 
Works (L. R. 5 Ex., p. 227), “ has been assessed in one sum in re- 
spect of various matters, in respect of some of which [the claimant ] 
is entitled to compensation, and in respect of others he is not, so 
that it cannot be ascertained how much was given in respect of 
what he is entitled to, the assessment is void, and he must 
have the compensation in respect of those matters to which he 
is entitled assessed afresh.” This result is inevitable unless an 
award is to be final whatever may be its defects, and it was 
repeated in the judgment delivered by Lord Davey in the 
present case. “Their lordships,” he said, “agree that if a lump 
sum be awarded by an arbitrator, and it appear on the face of 
the award, or be proved by extrinsic evidence, that in arriving 
at the lump sum matters were taken into account which the 
arbitrator had no jurisdiction to consider, the award is 
bad.” But to set aside an award on these grounds it must 
be made clear that the arbitrator has exceeded his juris- 
diction. In the present case various claims had been made 
by the appellants some of which were included in the 
submission and reference to arbitration and others were not. At 
the hearing the arbitrators decided to hear all the evidence that 
was offered and afterwards to determine which of the matters 
had in fact been referred to. The award was for a lump sum 
and was stated to be in respect of ‘‘the matters so referred,” 
and there was nothing on the face of the award to exclude 
the possibility that the arbitrators had in fact included matters 
which were not properly referable. It was contended that the 
award in consequence was bad, but this contention was rejected 
by the Judicial Committee. It would be contrary, it was said, 
to principle to hold an award bad because the possibility that 
matters not within the jurisdiction of the arbitrators might have 
been taken into account was not in terms excluded on the face 
of the award. The maxim ‘‘ Omnia presumuntur rite esse acta” 
does not apply to give an inferior court (including an arbitrator) 
jurisdiction, where the jurisdiction is not shewn to exist; but 
where the jurisdiction exists, and it is solely a question of the 
jurisdiction having been exceeded, the rule applies. The award, 
consequently, can only been impeached by shewing that the 
arbitrator did in fact exceed his jurisdiction. 





THE oURRENT number of the Journal of the Society of Com- 
porative Legislation contains an interesting article by Professor 
RicuarpD Brown on Oomparative Legislation in Bankruptcy. 
The article is a reproduction of an address delivered to the 
Glasgow Chartered Accountants’ Students’ Society. Bank- 
ruptcy, says the author, may have for its object (1) the 
punishment of the fraudulent debtor; (2) the reinstatement of 
the unfortunate but innocent debtor; or (3) the equitable 
distribution of the insufficient assets among all the 
creditors; and he tests various systems of bankruptcy law 
according as they emphasize one or other of these principles. 
Punishment comes to the front, he finds, in Continental systems, 
while its direct opposite—-the desire to rehabilitate the 
debtor—is the prevailing note of the American system. 
“In France and Germany, and generally on the Continent 
of Europe, gambling and even extravagant living are 
criminal offences punishable with imprisonment; in the United 
States, on the contrary, no one can be made bankrupt against 
his will, and mere non-payment of debt does not form an act of 
bankruptcy entitling the creditors to take the estate into their 
own hands. The leading object of the American system is the 
release of the debtor from the burden of obligation—which 
degrades the individual and deprives him of his full status 
a8 a citizen.” Professor Brown is speaking of the new 
national law of bankruptcy which took effect in the United 
States on the Ist of July, 1898. He objects that punishment 
predominates in modern English bavkruptcy, “although it is 
only fair to add that the system of distribution, though costly, 





is very complete.” To use the bankruptcy law as a means of 
punishment is, Professor Brown points out, to do at the expense 
of the creditors what ought to be done under the criminal 
law at the cost of the estate. The true object of bankruptcy, 
he holds, is to secure equal distribution of the assets 

the creditors, and this he finds most prominently brought out in 
the Scotch law. ‘In Scotland, distribution has clearly the 
first place. Punishment has no place at all, except where 
necessary to obtain full disclosure of the assets; while rehabilita- 
tion is a minor detail, and only exists in so far as it is entirely 
consistent with the interests of the creditors, who are the true 
owners of the property to be distributed.” The system is also 
unofficial and inexpensive. ‘It is one of the distinguishing 
features of Sect venradine that it has no special bankruptcy 
officials.” And Professor Brown recounts with gusto how in 
the middle of the century the Scotch professional and mercantile 
bodies resisted the fusion of English and Scotch bar os law. 
We might, apparently, learn something from Scotland in this 
matter. 








THE CONTRACT ARISING UNDER A NOTICE TO 
TREAT. 


W3EN a company or public body acting under powers for the 
compulsory acquisition of land serve upon an owner notice to 
treat under the Lands Clauses Acts, it is obvious that the rela- 
tions of the parties are not those of purchaser and vendor under 
an ordinary agreement, yet the notice at once raises rights and 
obligations between the company and the owner, and there was 
originally a difficulty in placing these under their proper 
category. The question was discussed by Wiaram, V.O., in 
Walker v. Eastern Counties Railway Co. (6 Hare, 594), and it was 
there held that the notice. to treat constituted a contract on the 
part of the company to take the land, and that an action of 
specific performance could be brought by the landowner. In 
answer to the objection that the price had not been fixed, and 
that till ascertainment of the price an action would not lie, the 
Vice-Chancellor said: ‘‘ The contract is a contract to purchase on 
the terms prescribed by the Act of Parliament, and those terms 
the court has the means of applying so as to get at the price.” 

It has been held, however, in numerous cases since that this 
opinion put the rights of the parties under the guasi-contract too 
high. Before actually giving notice to treat the company are 
not bound to put their compulsory powers into force, and they 
can, if they choose, abstain from taking any part of the land 
which by their special Act they are authorized to take ( Yorkshire, 
&c., Ravlway Co. v. Reg., 1 E. & B. 358), but when once notice to 
treat has been given, thea they are bound to go on to take the 
proper proceedings for having the price ascertained, and if the 
owner does not elect for arbitration he can by mandamus require 
the company to issue their warrant for the summoning of a jury : 
Fotherby v. Metropilitan Railway Co. (L. R. 20. P. 188). But 
this is the whole of the right which by the mere service 
of the notice to treat is conferred upon him. In Adams v, 
London and Blackwall Railway Co. (2 Mac. & G. 118), accordingly, 
Lord Corrznuam, O., dissented from the view taken by Wieram, 
V.C., in Walker v. Eastern Counties Railway Co. (supra). “It 
is,” he said ‘ quite true that, to a certain extent and for certain 
purposes, the compulsory taking of land under the railway Ac 
places the companies and the owners in the relative situation o 
purchasers and vendors, such, for instance, as to fixing between 
them the land to be taken. The Act does not consider 
the notice as constituting a contract, but as a preliminary step 
bringing the parties together who are afterwards to settle the 
matter Caran them by agreement, arbitration, or the verdict 
of a jury.” 

ge SEE IEE in Addams v. London and Blackwall 
Railway Co. made it unnecessary for Lord Oorrennam directly 
to overrule the earlier decision, but the opinion which 
he had expressed speedily found acceptance. ‘‘The notice 
to treat,” said Kiyperstzy, V.C., in Haynes v. Haynes (9 


W. R. 497, 1 Drew. & Sm. p. 450), “constitutes, as 
between the landowner and the company, the relation of 
vendor and purchaser to a certain extent and for certain 
purposes, and some of the consequences which flow from an 
actual contract also follow upon a notice to treat; such as that 
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the errand lands which the company are to take, and which 
the landowner must give up to the company after certain steps 
prescribed by the Act shall have been taken, are fixed, and that 
neither party can get rid of the obligation, the one to take and 
the other to give up the lands specified in the notice; but in no 
other sense and to no further extent does the notice constitute a 
contract, at least on the part of the landowner.” 

That the view put forward in Walker v. Eastern Counties Rail- 
way Co. was erroneous was stated also by Lord Harnentey, C., 
in Harding v. Metropolitan Railway Co. (20 W. R. 321, L. R. 7 
Ch., p. 158), and it was pointed out that the time at which the 
relation of the parties becomes that of purchaser and vendor is 
the ascertainment of the purchase-money. ‘‘The case,” said 
Lord Harnerey, ‘‘is different when the price is ascertained, 
for you have then all the elements of a complete 

ment, and in truth it becomes a bargain made under legis- 
lative enactment between the railway company and those over 
whom they were authorized to exercise their power.” The view 
that the fixing of the price completes the contract and enables 
the court to grant specific performance had been expressed also 
by Romitty, M.R., in Regent’s Canal Co. v. Ware (5 W. R. 617, 
23 Beav., at p. 584), though his judgment reflects also the 
doctrine of Walker v. Eastern Counties Railway Co. The cases, 
he said, “‘ establish that the notice fixes the extent of the land 
to be taken, and the relation of vendor and purchaser as regards 
that land. The only thing that remains to be done after this 
is the fixing the price to be paid; when this is done, the whole 
relation of the parties as vendor and purchaser is as fully con- 
stituted as in the case of a formal and regular agreement.” 

The above cases settled conclusively what was the nature 
of the relation between the parties constituted by a notice 
to treat; but this summary of the matter would not be 
complete without referring to the exposition of it contained 
in the judgment of Lord Buiacxsurn in Tiverton and North 
Devon Hailway Co, v. Loosemore (32 W. R. 929, 9 App. Cas., 

. 493). Till the ascertainment of the price, he pointed out, the 

d still remains the property of the landowner, in equity as 
well as at law ; but the company acquire the right to have the 
price ascertained, and for that purpose to summon a jury, and 
the landowner has a correlative right. If he pleases he may, at 
any time before the company have issued their warrant for a 
jury, elect to have the amount of compensation settled by a 
Jury ; and, if the company do not issue a warrant for summoning 
a jury, he may by mandamus compel them to do so. The result, 
therefore, of this and the other cases referred to is clear. The 
mere passing of the special Act authorizing the acquisition of the 
land imposes on the company no obligation to take the land. 
Upon service of notice to treat, the first step is taken which 
will lead to a contract, but by mere service of the notice 
nothing in the nature of a contract can be said to arise. From 
this step the company cannot recede, and if they do not take 
the — proceedings to have the price fixed they can be 
compelled to do so. But so far as any contractual relation is 
concerned, the notice to treat does no more than specify the land 
in respect of which a contract may hereafter arise. When the 
further step has been taken of ascertaining the price to be paid, 
whether this is done by agreement, or by arbitration, or by the 
verdict of a jury, then, notwithstanding that the taking of the 
land is under a compulsory power, the elements of a contract 
are deemed to be present, and the case falls within the jurisdic- 
tion of the court with regard to specific ormance. 

The doctrine which has thus been established has an important 
bearing on the rights of the claiming under the land- 
owner should he die after notice to treat and before completion 
of the purchase. Since there is no contract before the price has 
been ascertained, it follows that if the death takes place before 
that event, the land devolves as real estate. The subsequent 
ascertainment of the price and completion of the purchase do 
not relate back to the service of the notice to treat so as to 
effect a conversion of the land into nalty as from that date. 
This wasdecided by Kixpzxstey, vo, in Haynes v. Haynes (supra). 
The only reason, he said, why a contract by the owner of land for 
the sale of it to another operates to effect conversion is, that a 
court of equity will compel him specifically to perform his 
contract. ut, as already poin out, during the period 


between service of the notice to treat and ascertainment of 








the price, specific performance will not lie and there is conse- 
quently no conversion. It is otherwise, however, if the purchase- 
money has been agreed, or has been fixed before the death of 
the landowner. There is then a conversion of the property in 
the same manner as under an ordinary contract for sale, and 
the purchase-money is part of the personal estate. A decision 
to this effect, onan Act prior to the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, 
is to be found in Zr parte Hawkins (13 Sim. 569). In Re Man- 
chester'and Southport Railway Co. (19 Beav. 305) it does not appear 
when the purchase-money was ascertained, but presumably this 
was before the death, and here again the executors were en- 
titled. Now that the doctrine applicable to notices to treat has 
been clearly established, there is no doubt that the ascertain- 
ment of the price is the critical matter in these cases. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
THE Buriat Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicor. co, 15). 


The Burial Act, 1890, introduces into the existing series of Burial 
Acts important changes with respect to the consecrated and un- 
consecrated portions of burial grounds, fees payable for burials, and 
other matters. Originally it was left to companies formed under 
especial Acts to deal with the problem of providing increased facilities 
for burials, and the Cemeteries Clauses Act, 1847, was passed in order 
to provide, upon the lines of the Lands Clauses and other similar Acts, 
the various clauses usually introduced in such sone Acts. The 
machinery of this Act has been adopted in the Public Health (Inter- 
ments) Act, 1879, which confers a general power of providing 
cemeteries upon the local authorities to whom the Public Health Act, 
1875, applies. The Burial Act, 1852, however, introduced burial 
boards for the metropolis, and its provisions were extended to the 
country generally by the Act of 1853; and under these and the sub- 
sequent amending Acts burial grounds have been largely provided. 

For the present purpose it will be sufficient to notice so much of 
these Acts as are affected by the Burial Act, 1900. Section 9 of the 
Act of 1892 makes the previous approval of a Secretary of State 
necessary for the opening of any new burial ground, and elsewhere 
the machinery of the Acts is largely dependent upon an official of 
that rank. Many of the sections in which references to a Secretary 
of State occur are enumerated in the first Schedule to the present 
Act, and by section 4 all the powers and duties of the secretary 
under such sections, including the power to sanction the opening of 
a burial ground, are transferred to the Local Government Board. 
The Board, however, will not replace the Secretary of State for all 
purposes connected with burial boards, and the present Act expressly 
confers upon him various new powers. 

Section 30 of the Burial Act, 1852, enables a burial board 
to divide a burial ground into consecrated and unconsecrated 
portions, and to erect suitable chapels on each, and section 32 
makes the consecrated part the burial ground of the parish, 
and requires the incumbent to perform services and entitles him 
to receive fees accordingly. Power to fix and revise fees, with 
the consent of the bishop, is vested by sections 33 and 37 in the 
vestry. By section 7 of the Act of 1853 the division into consecrated 
and unconsecrated parts was made subject to the approval of a 
Secretary of State. The Act of 1854 enabled the Queen by Order in 
Council to confer the powers of burial boards on town councils (section 
1), and by section 10 the vestry’s powers of fixing and revising fees 
was transferred in such cases to the town council. Section 14 of the 
Act of 1855 excused burial boards from the obligation to build a 
chapel for Nonconformists when the Secretary ot State, upon the 
representation of the vestry, declared this to be unnecessary. And 
section 3 of the Act of 1857 enabled burial boards, instead of dividing 
a burial ground into consecrated and unconsecrated portions, to provide 
distinct grounds, one to be consecrated and the other unconsecrated. 

By the present Act the above and other sections, so far as they 
relate to the division of burial grounds into consecrated and un- 
consecrated portions and to the erection of chapels and to fees, are 
repealed, and upon these matters fresh provision is made. Section | 
enables the burial authority—i.c., any burial board, any council, 
committee, or other local authority having the powers and duties of 
@ burial board, and any local authority maintaining #cemetery under 
the Public Health (Interments) Act, 1879,or under any local Act 
(section 11)—to apply to the bishop to consecrate any portion of the 
ground approved by the Secretary of State. On failure of the burial 
board upon request to apply to the bishop, the Secretary of State may 
himself do so, if he is satisfied that a reasonable number of persons 
locally interested in the burial ground so desire, and it then becomes 
the duty of the burial authority to make the necessary arrangements 
for consecration. 

Section 2 deals with the erection of chapels. A burial authority 
are empowered at their own cost to erect on any part of their 
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burial ground, which is not consecrated or set apart for the 
exclusive use of any particular denomination, any chapel which 
they consider necessary for the due performance of funeral ser- 
vices, but any chapel so erected after the passing of the Act is 
not to be consecrated or reserved for the exclusive use of any 
denomination. Chapels required for particular denominations may 
be erected and maintained by the burial authority, but this must be 
done at the request and cost of residents belonging to such denomina- 
tions. If such a request is made and the estimated costs tendered to 
the burial authority or reasonably secured, and the burial authority 
fail to erect the chapel, the Secretary of State may make an order 
requiring compliance with the request. 

It is unnecessary to give here the details of section 3, which provides 
for the taking of fees. The principal provision is that the burial 
authority are to submit to the Secretary of State a table of fees to be 
received by them in respect of services rendered by any minister of 
religion or sexton, and the Secretary of State may approve the table 
with or without modifications. No difference is to be allowed in 
respect of burial in the consecrated and unconsecrated parts of the burial 
ground. The fees are to be collected by the burial authority, and by 
them paid to the minister or sexton. Provision is made for the 
ultimate extinction or immediate commutation of fees now paid, a 
substitute for which is not provided by the table. 

Section 4, which transfers certain powers and duties from the 

Secretary of State to the Local Government Board, has been already 
referred to, but section 5 confers upon the Secretary of State 
power to appoint a person to inquire into any matter relating to the 
consecration of any part of a burial ground, or the building of any 
chapel therein, or the fixing, varying, or commutation of fees payable 
to ministers of religion, ecclesiastical officers, and sextons in connec- 
tion therewith, and the Secretary of State is empowered to order 
payment by the burial authority or other parties of the costs of the 
inquiry. 
As already stated, the incumbent of a parish is bound to perform 
funeral services in a burial ground provided in his parish by a burial 
board under the Act of 1852, and section 7 of the present Act extends 
this obligation to burial grounds provided under the Public Health 
(Interments) Act, 1879, and the power of the burial authority to 
appoint a chaplain ceases. Section 8 repeals the provision of section 
lof the Burial Laws Amendment Act, 1880, requiring forty-eight 
hours’ notice to be given of burial, and directs notice to be given at 
such time and to such person as the burial authority may direct, The 
Act is to come into operation on the Ist of January next. 








REVIEWS. 
PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


PRINCIPLES OF THE LAW OF PERSONAL PROPERTY: INTENDED FOR 
THE USE oF STUDENTS IN CONVEYANCING. By the late JosHva 
WitiiaMs, Q.C. FIFTEENTH EpDITION. By his Son, T. CypRIAN 
WittuAMs, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


In the preface to this edition of Williams on Personal Property the 
editor calls attention to the judgments delivered in the Court of 
Appeal in Re Leng, Tarn v. Emmerson (43 W. R. 406; 1895, 1 Ch. 
652), and says that they have made it n to reconsider the 
whole subject of the order of payment of debts in administration, and 
that part of the chapter which deals with debts has been entirely 
rewritten. He Leng, it will be remembered, was a decision upon the 
effect of section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, in assimilating the 
rules in the administration of insolvent estates to the rules in 
bankruptcy. The course of legis)«tion on this subject has been, as 
Mr. Cyprian Williams remarks, ‘‘ particularly crooked,” and the 
difficulties of interpreting the legislation are illustrated by the fact 
that, since the edition was published, Cozens-Hardy, J., has in Re 
Whitaker (ante, p. 858) upset one of the conclusions which the edition 
incorporates, and has considered that Re Leng justified him in treating 
voluntary bonds as on a level with debts incurred for value, notwith- 
standing that according to the old rule they were postponed. 
Another point in which the editor's work is affected by a quite recent 
decision is the liability of a husband for his wife’s torts committed 
during marriage. Such liability was affirmed by a Divisional Court 
in Seroka v. Kattenbery (17 Q. B. D. 177), a decision which is very 
successfully criticized by Mr. Cyprian Williams in an Appendix 
(p. 572), but the Court of Appeal have now, in Karle v. Kingscote (ante, 
p. 625), affirmed Seroka v. Kattenberg, and have tuated what 
seems to be bad law. This edition as a whole or no detailed 
comment. The work has fallen into the hands of an able and 
competent editor, and it bears marks of careful revision. It may 
perhaps be suggested that in connection with the statement (p. 113) 
that ok with ships are exempt from stamp duty, it should be 


specified that they are now subject to special fees under the Merchant 
Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898. 


ELECTION LAW. 


Rogers on Exxctions. Vou. II.: PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS AND 
Petitions, WITH APPENDICES OF STATUTES, RULES AND FORMS. 
SEVENTEETH EpiTion, REvisED. By 8. H. Day, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

This new edition of the portion of this standard work relating to 
Parliamentary elections and petitions contains, in addition to some 
points of election law decided on the petitions presented after the last 
General Election, the cases on the Corrupt and Iliegal Practices Preven- 
tion Act, 1895; and in the observations at p. 3444, et seq., the editor 
has very well discussed the construction of the Act and tne difficulties 
attending its application. He points out that ‘‘a false statement of 
fact” means the statement as a fact of that which is untrue, and that 
the mere expression of a defamatory opinion, unless coupled with the 
grounds upon which it was formed, is not a statement of fact. He 
also adds—what we have not before seen su ted—that the words 
in the Act, “‘ affecting the return,” seem wide enough “‘to include 
beneficiai as well as prejudicial statements; a false statement of fact 
in favour of a candidate may have as important an influence upon the 
election as a derogatory statement.” He has collected four cases 
bearing on the Act, one of them rted, and stated from his own 
knowledge. We have nothing but praise for this work as a trust- 
worthy guide for candidates and agents. 





THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


THE INTERMEDIATE LAW EXAMINATION MavE Easy: A CoMPLETE 
GuIDE TO SELF-PREPARATION (N THE THIRTEENTH EDITION OF 
Mr. SERJEANT STEPHENS’ NEw COMMENTARIES ON THE LAWS 
or En@Lanp (Exctupine Books IV. anp VI.), BEING THE SuB- 
JECT SELECTED FOR THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS OF THE 
Law Socrery. By ALBERT Grsson. ELEVENTH EpiTIon. By 
THE AUTHOR and ARTHUR WELDON, Solicitors. The Law Notes 
Publishing Offices. 


A new edition of this book has been rendered necessary by the 
alterations in the last edition of Stephens’ Commentaries, and, as the 
editors remark, the revision of the ‘‘ points to note,” given at the end 
of each chapter, has been a very laborious task. The book is really 
an excellent mode of impressing on the student, not merely the 
general purport, but the detailed statements, to be found in 
“Stephens.” The student has each week’s work mapped out, 
and is instructed first to read a chapter of ‘‘Stephens” 
and then go through the corresponding chapter in the guide, looking 
up all the points he feels doubtfal about in the text-book. Then, at 
the end of each week, he is to work out the test paper given for that 
week. During his ninth week’s work he is to revise Vol. I. of 
Stephens, paying special attention to any chapters on which he feels 
himself weak, and to work out a general test paper; and so also 
with subsequent volumes at the expiration of a fixed number of 
weeks. We think that a student who bas complied with the direc- 
tions of the book can hardly fail to have an intelligent knowledge of 
the contents of the text-book prescribed for the Intermediate Exam- 


ination. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Supplement to the Fourth Edition of Indermaur’s Manual of 
Equity. 22, Chancery-lane. 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE SETTLEMENT AFTER THE WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA, 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—In the remarks in your issue of the 22nd inst. upon Dr. 
Farrelly’s book on ‘‘ The Settlement after the War in South Africa,” 
dealing with his proposal that all the proceedings in the courts 
should be in Eoglish, you assume that an option would be allowed 
to Dutch witnesses to give their evidence either in English or Dutch. 
You do not, however, state why such an option should be granted, 
and it appears difficult to suggest a sufficient reason for any such 
concession. 
The evidence is overwhelming that sentimental laxity on the 
language question has been largely, if not the main cause of the 
growth of disloyalty in Cape Colony. 
Ever since the law of 1882, by which the Dutch and English 
languages were put on the same level for parliamentary and public 
urposes, the Afrikander Bond has, with all its intense hatred of and 
disloyalty to the mother country, increased in strength. No one 
suffered by the exclusion of Dutch prior to that date, and nothing 
but sheer sentimentality can have moved those who 9 to the 
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settlement, for if it is conceded, you may make up your mind that the 
work of bringing together the two races into harmonious and friendly 
relationship will be indefinitely postponed. The same difficulty was 
created in Canada, Malta (where at it has had to be overcome), 
Mauritius, and the Channel Islands. 

So far as South Africa is concerned, the question, after all, is one 
upon which the Colonists themselves who have to live with the Dutch 
are best qualified to give an opinion, and they are unanimous in 
declaring that nothing will so fatally retard the future progress of 
that country, and the bringing together of the two races into amity 
and mutual respect, as any namby-pamby tinkering with the 
language question. T, ROTHWELL Hasta. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


ELLIS v. THE NATIONAL UNION OF CONSERVATIVE AND CONSTITU- 
be ye ASSOCIATIONS, R. W.E. MIDDLETON, AND A. E. SOUTHALL. 
2n o 


PaRr.iaMENT—Eection—Fatsg Statements CoNcerRNING CaNpIpATE—IN- 
JuncTion—Corrvurt AND ILLEGAL Practices Prevention Act, 1895 (58 
& 59 Vicr. c. 40), ss. 1, 3. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff, Mr. John Edward Ellis, for 
an injunction pursuant to section 3 of the Corrupt and Illegal Practices 
Prevention Act, 1895, restraining the defendants, their officers, servants, 
and agents, from making, publishing, or circulating, or causing or author- 
izing to be made, published, or circulated, any false statement of fact in 
relation to the personal character or conduct of the plaintiff (who is the 
late member for, and now a candidate at the pending Parliamentary 
election, for the Rushcliffe Division of Nottinghamshire) that, or to the 
effect that, during the months of August and September, 1899, or 
at any other time, the plaintiff was in correspondence with the enemy, 
or is or may be found on the side of Britain’s enemies, or was, or 
bebaved, or acted as a traitor, or any other statements to the like effect 
In support of the motion it was said that the object of the motion was to 
restrain the publication by the defendants of a poster, which was in the 
following terms: ‘‘ Radical Traitors. Things tnat every Briton should 
remember. During the months of August and September, 1899, the 
British Government were engaged in negotiations upon which depended 
the awful issue of or war. The grievances of the British subjects 
in South Africa were admitted by the most rabid Radicals. During this 
time, when it was the duty of every patriotic Briton to support the 
Government, Radical members of the House of Commons were in corres- 
pondence with the enemy. Mr. John E. Ellis, Radical member for the 
Rushcliffe Divi:ion of Nottinghamshire, who was in 1895 Radical candidate 
for the Speakership: ‘We want a stream of ‘facts ’’ concerning 
suppression of telegrams, opening of letters, arbitrary arreets, 
unfair trial, unjustifiable prison treatment, interference with free 
speech at meetings, but much information sent lacks the element of 
fulness, detail, and accuracy, which are vital for Parliamentary purposes.’ 
Dr. G. B. Clark, M.P. for Caithness, writing to Mr. Kruger on the 29th of 

mber, ten days before war broke out: * My dear President Kruger, — 
It might strengthen you in this struggle that ceems inevitable if you were 
to seize all the passes. Mr. Montagu White and Baron de Quarles will 
go across to Brussels. I shall keep them acquainted as far as possible 
with trend of feeling here, and they will be able to send on any information 
they may think desirable to you.’ Mr. Labouchere, M.P. for Northamp- 
ton, writing to Mr. Montagu White, Mr. Kruger’s representative, on tne 
2nd of August, said: ‘The President has a great opportunity to give Joe 
another fall. . . The great thing is to gain time. Ina few months 
we shall be howling about something in another part of the world.’ Is 
not the tone of these letters in keeping with the actions of a large pro- 
portion of the Radical party, who are always found on the side of Britain’s 
enemies? ‘These men are always to be found voting in the House of 
Commons with scores of other Radicals on the side of the enemies of our 
country! Electors! Make no mistake! See that the interests of our 
country are not sold by these traitors. Support the Unionist party.” 
Sections 1 and 3 of the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 
1895, are as follows: By section 1.—‘‘Any person who, or the 
directors of any body or association corporate which before or during 
any Parliamentary election, shall, for the purpose of affecting the return 
of any candidate at such election, make or publish any false statement of 
fact in relation to the personal character or conduct of such candidate 
shall be guilty of an illegal practice within the meaning of the provisions 
of the Corrupt and Iilegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883, and shall be 
subject to all the penalties for and consequences of committing an 
illegal practice in the said Act mentioned, and the said Act shall be 
taken to be amended as if the illegal practice defined by this Act had 
been contained therein.” By section’3: ‘‘ Any pereon who ehall make 
or publish any false statement of fact as aforesaid may be restrained 
by interim or perpetual injunction by the High Court of Justice 
from any repetition of such false statement or any false statement of 
8 similar character in relation to such candidate, and for the purpose 
of granting an interim injunction primé facie proof of the ity of 
the statement shall be sufficient.” Counsel for the plaintiff re- 


ment?] It makes a general statement that Radical M.P.’s were in 
correspondence with the enemy, and then quotes a letter written by Mr. 
Ellis. [Buckiezy, J.—It does not say he was in correspondence with the 
enemy.| His letter was in fact written to a lady friend of his at the Cape. 
The lady (Mrs. Solly) afterwards wrote the following letter to the Rev. 
D. Ross, but with this letter Mr. Ellis had nothing whatever to do: 
‘‘ Villa Flora, Newlands, June 5, 1900. Dear Sir,—Though perzonally 
a stranger to you, I venture to write on a matter in which we are 
both interested. Mr. Ellis, one of the Members of Parliament wh 

is anxicus to help the South African cause, writes me as folloWs. 
* We want a stream of facts concerning suppression of telegrams, opening 
of letters, arbitrary arrests, unfair trial, unjustifiable prison treatment, 
interference with free speech at meetings, but much information sent lacks 
the element of fulness, detail, and accuracy which are vital for Parlia- 


mentary The names of informants will be treated as confi- 
dential.’ I have seen sin the South African News in which your 
name appears, which leads me to believe you can give first-hand information 


on several of these points, and feel sure I need not urge you to do so. Will 
you send me a line to say you have received this letter? The address of the 
Member of Parliament I refer to is John E. Ellis, Esq., M.P., 4, Pont- 
street, 8.W., or House of Commons, Westminster.—Yours sincerely, Mrs, 
Julia F. Solly.”’ The object of the placard, continued counsel for the 
plaintiff, clearly was to show that certain Radicals were traitors. The 
general accusation was backed up by a particular application to the plaintiff. 
One object of the statute was to prevent a false statement of fact which 
could be inferred from a reasonable interpretation of the language used. 
Otherwise it would be possible to make any false statement of fact by 
innuendo and yet not to be within the Act. That would practically 
reduce the statute to a dead letter. Bayley v. Edmunds (11 Times L. R. 
537) and The Sunderland case (5 O’M. & Hard. 3) were referred to. [Buckuey, 
J.—Is not this a mere statement of opinion?] Upon behalf of the 
defendants it was contended that this was merely au argumentative 
statement, not a statement of fact. Aninference would notdo It was 
simply an argumentative opinion concerning a public man. 

Brcxtey, J.—This is an important application; of great importance in 
the sense that, so far as I know, this is the first application, with one 
exception, that has been made under sections 1 and 3 of the Act of 1895, 
Now it is, of course, familiar to us all that upon the doctrine laid dowa in 
Bonnard v. Perryman (39 W. R. 485 ; 1891, 2 Ch. 269) and Monson v. Tussaud 
(1894, 1 Q. B. 671) the question of libel orno libel is a question for the 
jury and that it is not the practice of the Court to prohibit the publication of 
a libel except under exceptional circumstances. That being the law with 
regard to actions for libel, this Act was passed for a special purpose. 
Tnasmuch as it is a statute extending the power of the court to restrain 
certain defamatory statements, it is necessary to look at tne Act carefully. 
The language of the statute is ‘‘false statement of fact,’ and tnat 
language must be used in contrast to a false statement of opinion. The 
language is not merely a ‘“‘ false statement,” but a ‘‘falso statement of 
fact.’? Secondly, the statement must be in relation to the personal 
character or conduct of the candidate. It must, therefore, be a false state- 
ment of fact bearing on a candidate’s character or conduct. It is not 
stated in the placard to whom or when Mr. Ellis wrote the letter. With 
regard to Mr. Clark and Mr. Labouchere, it does state when and to 
whom the letters were written. The facts are that Mr. Ellis 
in May, 1900, wrote, not to the enemy at all, but to a lady at 
Cape Town, Mrs. Solly, and the letter appears to have contained the 
passage reterring to the ‘‘ stream of facts.’’ Tne passage asks for 
information conceraing the Government for the purpose of attacking it in 
the House of Commons as having exceeded its duty. The whole of it is 
addressed to matters which would have been done by the Government of 
this country. Would any intelligent person be likely to write to tae Boers 
for information of this kind? I am asked to draw the inference that itis 
stated as a fact, and falsely stated, that Mr. Ellis was in correspondence 
with the Boers for the purpose of obtaining the information. ‘T'he poster 
makes no such statement. Nor do I think that is the reasonable con- 
struction of it. The object of the poster is to shew that he was not 
supporting the Government, but looking for the means of making an 
attack upon it. If anything, this is an attack upon Mr. Lillis 
for having been forgetful of his duty as a patriotic Briton to 
support the Government. I am of opinion that the Act is meant to 
inciude false statements of fact as distinguished from false statements of 
opinion. In Bayley v. Edmunds the statements were false statements of 
fact. The plaintiff's character was attacked because it was alleged that 
he had acted hypocritically and against his conscience. In my opinion 
the statute was meant to include statements of fact as distinguisned from 
opinion. I have nothing to do with the propriety of the poster, although 
I have an opinion upon the matter. I desire to expressly add, and I do 
add, that it has been proved before me that Mr. Ellis did not enter into 
any correspondence with the enemy. He simply wrote to a lady, a British 
subject, for the purpose of obtaining information which would enable him 
to criticize the conduct of the Government. Thgre will be no order o 
the motion except that the costs be costs in the action. Motion dismissed. 
—CounseL, Lord Coleridge, Q.0., and EZ. Ford ; Lewis Coward. Sowtcrrors, 
Peake, Bird, Collins, § Co. ; Hind § Robertson, tor Wells § Hind, Nottingham. 


[Reported by J. E. Auvous, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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ferred to the placard. ([Bucxizx, J.—What is the false state- 


ment of fact concerning character or conduct of Mr. Ellis?] That 
the months of August and September he was in correspondence 
enemy. [Bucxizy, J.—Where do you get that out of this state- 
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the Pall Mali Gazette, several other legal dignitaries of the Indian bench 
‘are returning to the East from England early in November. ‘hes 


include Mr. Justice Ameer Ali, Mr, Justica Rampini, Mr. Justice Hill, and 
Mr. Justice Stanley. 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
The following programme of the proceedings at the Annual Provincial 
Meeting, to be held at Weymouth, has been issued : 
Monday, October 22.—9 p.m., Mr. and Mrs. Benjamin Morris, Mayor 
and Mayoress of Weymouth, invite the president, Council and members of 


_ the society, and the president and members of the Dorset’ Law Society, 


and ladies accompanying them, to a reception at the Sidney Hall. 
Presidents of law societies are requested to wear their badges. Reception 


.9to 10. Carriages may be ordered for 11 p.m. 


Tuesday, October 23.—11 a.m., Members will be welcomed at the Sidney 
Hall by the Mayor. The president of the Incorporated Law Society, 
U.K. (Mr. Robert Eillett, Cirencester) will deliver his inaugural address, 
which will be followed by the reading and discussion of papers. 1.30 to 
2.30 p.m., Luncheon at the Sidney Hall. Tickets, 2s. 6d. each, must be 
previously obtained at the Inquiry Office, first room on left of main 
entrance. Admission will be by ticket only. Application should be made 
before 11.30 a.m. 230 to 4.30 p.m., Reading and discussion of papers 
resumed in large hall. 8.30 p.m., Mr. Alfred Pope, J.P., president of the 
Dorset Law Society, and Mrs. Alfred Pope will be at home at the Hotel 
Burdon to the president and Council and all members of the Incor- 
porated Law Society and Dorset Law Society, and ladies accompanying 
them. Presidents of law societies are requested to wear their: badges. 
There will be a concert following the reception. Oarriages may be ordered 
for 11 p.m. 

Wednesday, October 24.—10 a.m., Meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association at the Sidney Hall. 11 a.m., Reading and discussion of papers 
resumed. 1.30 to 2.30 p.m., Luncheon at the Sidney Hall. Tickets to be 
obtained as before at the Inquiry Office before 11.30 a.m. 2.30 to 4.30 
p-m., Reading and discussion of papers in large hall resumed. Close of 
the business of the meeting. 7 p.m., Banquet at the Royal Hotel, Wey- 
mouth. The chair will be taken by Mr. Alfred Pope, president of the 
Dorset Law Society. Presidents of law sociefies are requested to wear 
their badges. Members desiring to attend the banquet must intimate their 
intention before the 9th of October. 

Thursday, October 25.—On this day there will be two alternative excur- 
sions: (1) Visit to Whitehead’s Torpedo Works, H.M. training ships and 
H.M.S. Alexandra (if in Portland Roads), Portland quarries, and light- 
houses. Carriage tickets 3s. 6d. each. (2) Marine excursion to Lulworth 
(weather permitting), or visiting the Channel or Reserve Squadrons, if then 
in Portland Roads. Steamer ticket 2s. In both excursions luncheon will 
be provided. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 

Law Srupents’ Dexatine Socrery.—Oct. 2.—Chairman, Mr. W. Arnold 
Jolly.—The subject for debate was: ‘That the case of Nash v. De Freville 
(0. A. 1900, 2 Q. B. 72) was wrongly decided.” Mr. E. L. Chapman 
opened in the affirmative; Mr. Arthur F. Raisen seconded in the pe 
tive. Mr. R. P. Johnson opened in the negative; Mr. A. B. Russell 
seconded in the negative. The following members also spoke: In the 
affirmative, Mr. H. R. Hodder, Mr. W. E. Singleton; in the negative, 
Mr. J. R. Smith, Mr. N. Reynolds, Mr. E. A. Bell, Mr. F. H. Stevens. 
Mr. Chapman having replied, the chairman summed up, and the motion 
was lost by six votes. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
ADMIS@I0N. 


Messrs. Neve & Brox, solicitors, of 21, Lime-street, London, have 
admitted into partnership with them Mr. Cynm H. Kray, who has for 
several years been associated with them in the management of their 
business. The practice will be continued at the above address under the 
style of Neve, Beck, & Kirby. 

DissOLUTIONS. 


Axruur Wiii1aM Hurrete and Frevitiz Gurney Curistorarr, solicitors 
(Hurrell, Christopher, & Co.), 33, Cornhill, E.O. Sept. 15. Freville Gurney 
Christopher will carry on the bysiness under the ola style. 

[ Gazette, Sept. 28. 

Josian Dean and Joun Maxwett McMaster, solicitors (J. B. Wilson, 
Dean, & McMaster), Liverpool. Oct. 1. 


Joun Hernert Jones and Joun Owen Grirrrra Pucu Evans, solicitors 
(J. Herbert Jones & Evans), Llanrwst and Colwyn Bay. Oct. 1. 

Avam Rivers Sreece and Harmer Sreere, solicitors (A. R. & H. Steele), 
21, College-hill, E.C, Sept. 29. The said A. R. Steele retires from the 
business, which will be carried on by the said H. Steele alone. 

Grornce Tuomas Woopnoorre and Henry Epwarp Burerss, solicitors 
(Woodrooffe & Burgess), 1, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. Sept. 29. 

[ Gazette, Oct. 2. 





GENERAL. 
A motor-car driver was, says the St. James’s Gazette, at Coventry on 
Wednesday charged with furious driving. Magistrate: What pace did it 
ans Solicitor: Well, we went for a 1,070 majority. No 





The St. James’s Gazette says that on Monday last Mr. Bernard Abrahams, 
solicitor at Marlborough-street, was released from Pentonville Prison ; 
and that during his term of six months he has aires, gat health, and 
has increased in weight, besides getting good uct stripes. 

The following are the arrangements made by the Queen’s Bench judges 
for constituting their courts during the ensuing Michaelmas si 
viz.: The Lord Chief Justice, when appointed, and Justices Mathew, 
Lawrance, Kennedy, Ridley, Bigham, and Darling will sit to form 
Divisional Courts; Justices Day, Wills, Grantham, Wright, Channell, 
Phillimore, and Bucknill will try actions; and Mr. J Brace will 
attend at chambers. 


An American view of lawyers. In a certain community, says the 
Albany Law Journal, a lawyer who wasa most — and worthy 
man ; and, among other virtues inscribed upon his tom e, was this: 
“‘ A lawyer and an honest man.”” Some years afterward a farmers’ alliance 
convention was held in the town, and one of the delegates, being of a 
sentimental turn, visited the “silent city,” and, in rambling among the 
tombs, was struck with the inscription : ‘‘ A la and an honest man.”’ 
He was lost in thought, and, when run upon a fellow farmer, who, 
noticing his abstraction, asked if he had found the grave of a dear friend 
or relative, said: “‘ No, but I am wondering why they came to bury these 
two fellows in the same grave.”’ 


Among other questions the courts have recently been called upon to 
consider is, says the Albany Law Journal, that of proper dress for men in 
public. The case referred to was brought by one, H. Garrett Smith, 
against the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Oo., the cause of action having 
arisen out of the fact that Mr. Smith, who had bought a ticket on the 
company’s steamer, Louise, desired to sit in the saloon in his shirt sleeves. 
The officers of the boat disagreed with Mr. Smith on the question as to 
whether this constituted a proper ap in which to appear before ladies. 
On the trial, the jury agreed with the officers of the boat and Mr. Smith 
lost his case. This question having been decided, it will only be a short 
time before the shirt-waist will have to be judicially passed upon, 
numerous enterprising individuals having persisted, with varying results, 
in entering the dining-rooms of hotels arrayed in this garment and minus 
their coats. 


At Southwark Oounty Court last week, says the Zimes, his Honour Judge 
Addison, Q.C., decided an interesting point under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, when the Southwark Press, of Westminster-bridge-road, 
asked that an award of 3s. 6d. per week to Robert Pomphrey, an injured 
workman, might be reviewed with a view to its suspension. It appeared 
that Pomphrey was apprenticed to the Southwark Press as a machine- 
minder for seven years. In February last one of his hands was injured 
in such a manner that he could not complete his apprenticeship. Conse- 
quently his indentures were cancelled, and he was employed as a labourer 
at the same wages as he would have received h e remained an 
apprentice, bee in Sone it was agreed = he should receive 3s. 6d. 

r week under the Compensation - The present application was 
that his Honour might — this } om my me as the workman was receivin 
as much money as he would have done had he remained an tice. 
Mr. Hurd, solicitor, who supported the oe pe said the trade union 
tate of pay of a labourer was 18s., whilst that of a machine-minder when out 
of his time was 38s. In the seventh year of the applicant’s apprenticeship 
he would have received 17s. 9d., so that the fact that he was a labourer 
would not affect his wages for another five years. After that he could 
claim compensation if he found any diminution in his wages as the result 
of the.injury. His Honour i i 
remarking that the fact that the applicant was not 
which would enable him to earn 38s. when out of his time proved that he 
was sustaining a present loss every week, Mr. Hurd replied that only 
actual wages at the present time could be taken into account under the 
Act. That he was not taught a trade did not come within the scope 
of the Act. His Honour said this was a lawyer’s idea, but not that of a 
business man. He dismissed the application with costs. 


An interesting adjudication, says the Albany Law Journal, defining, to 
some extent, how far one may go in the character of a candi- 
date for public office, was made by the Supreme Court of Michigan 
in Eikhof* —s It pony yo A qa ye aye : to voters 

uesting them to vote a can or representa- 
tive, “because in the last he championed measures 
opposed to the moral interests the community,’”’ without stating 
the measures supported, is not privileged, for it is a statement of a 
fact libellous yer se, and affords no opportunity to judge whether or not 
the statement was a proper deduction from the facts uw which it was 
based. It was also held that, in an action for libel distributing a 
circular requesting voters to vote against a candidate because he had 
supported legislation opposed to the moral interests of the community, it 
is a question for the jury whether the su ee ecdnus tting 
sales of liquors on legal holidays and on election after the of the 

lls was opposed to the moral interests of the community. The court 

iow took the view that the publication of the circular referred to was 
privileged, and therefore directed a verdict for the defendants. The 
Supreme Court, in reversing the decision, said: ‘‘If one states that a 
candidate is a thief, without qualification, he communicates a fact per- 
taining to his fitness ; but it 1s a slander if untrue, whether it was made 
in good faith or not, although, had he stated the exact facts, and expressed 
the opinion that they amounted to stealing, though they did not 
constitute the offence of , the communication mis be pri 
The difficulty in this case is that the defendants have to 
limit their statement by proof of their intended » While the 
writing itself contained no hint of limitation. . . . We are of opinion that 
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the court erred in saying that the words were privileged. Not being privi- 
leged, it should have been left to the jury to say whether the evidence 
shewed that plaintiff’s support of these measures was opposed to the “4 
interests of the community, as a matter of fact; in other words, to 
determine the truth of the charge.”’ 








THF PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 

Oct. 11. fy C. C. & T. Moorx. at the Mart, at 2:—30 Leasehold Houses in Homerton, 
and 30 Houses at Canning Town; let at about £2000 annum; 6 Houses at 
Hackney, 6 Dwelling-houses at Poplar, and a House in incoln-street, Bow. (See 
advertisement, tept 22, p. 4.) 

Oct. 11.—Mesars. Stimson & Sons, at 'he Mart, at 2:—A Policy of Insurance for £1,000, 
with bor us additions of £21; gentleman aged 70. Reversion to One-fifth Share in 
£6.600 India 8} per Cent. Stock invested for the payment of annuities amounting to 
£281 annum, subject to the lives of six ladies whose ages vary from 73 to 36 years. 

tors, Messrs. Burton & Son, London.—Freehold Ground-rents of £147 rt per 
annum. Solicitors, Messrs, Fowkes & Son, London. (See advertisements, Sept. 29, p. 3). 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Reversions, Lire Poricizs. anp DeBENTURES. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriz.p dispored of all the lots on this list with one excep- 
tion, at their Periodical Sale No. 676 at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last :— 


‘ONS: £ 
Absolute to £600; lives63and60 .. ... ow «» es Bold 260 
‘Absolute to £1,000; life66 ... eee es ove eos eco aes » 590 

ss POLICIES : 
£2 000, with profite, National Provident; life 59.. ia on i s» 585 
£500, with profits, City of Glasgow ; life 56 om ose ou “os » 180 
—— Norwich Union ; life 68. pan ous Fike — » a 
DEB B 
New ey Breweries Co. (Ltd.) : 5 £1006 per Cent. First Debentures ,, 375 


Mesers C. C. & T. Moone sold at the Auction Mart, on Thursday, some Shares in the 
Phenix Property and Investment Co., a Public-house, a Beer , and various old 
and Leasehold Investments in various districts of London. Every lot sold, among which 
we may specify the “ Boyal netnmee a beerhouse, Vallance-road, Whitechapel. £1,150; the 
“ Crown and Anchor,” Buxton-street, £1,620; the block of freehold property in Elwood- 
street, £2,150; a shop in St. John’ 's-road, Hoxton, £820; four houses in Myrtle-s'reet, 
£1,870; three houses in British-street, Bow, £1,290; three in Usher-road, Old Ford, 
£1,150. The result of sale was £18,070. 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gazette.— Farivar, Sept. 28. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 

Bautic Co, i —Creditors are required, on or before Nov 10, to send their names and 
eddremnes, ond the ee of their debts or claims, to Messrs. M. E. Rodocanachi, 
E. M and F. Pixley, c.o. Messrs. Jackson, Pixley, & Co, 58, Coleman st. 
| Fimeny & oon 14, St. aulea’ s pl, solors for liquidator 

ro Co-opEraTIVE Association, LimiteEp —Creditors are required, on or before Nov 8, 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas James Agar, 9, Bucklersbury, Haines, 68, Lincoln’s inn fields, solor for 


7 Rotter Frovr Miitis, Liwirep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 7, to 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Ciitton, 8t Peter’s chmbrs, Nottingham. solor for Jiquidator 
Marcuess Gas Licutixe Syxpicate, Limren (1x Liguipation)—reditors are requiied, 
on or before Nov 12, to send their names and addrrsses, and the particulars o1 their 
debts or claims. to Arthur Paston Mack, 130, Queen Victoria st 
Roiier-Beartses Co, Limirep (1s Ligu DATION) —Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 9, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
» £. Lindeay Fisher, Portland House, Besinghalist. Ashurst & Co, 17, Throgmorton 
iq r 
sutx Paras Cargiace Wueet Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
send their names and ad« eas and the particulars of their debts or 
fo Pe daie Heary Pollexfen, 13, King William st. Browne, 13, King William st, 


solor for 
ted Sept 21, directed to 





‘Wiss.epox Sports Cive, Saparaee Petn for windi 
on Oct 24 & Co, 325, High ae *solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 
London Gazette.—Tvuespay, Oct. 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1m CHASCERY 
AcerTyY.irsz, foe Aine na are required, on or before Nov 8, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of thair debts or claims, to E. M. Sharp. 120, Colmore 
row, Birmin Wragge & Co, solors to liquidator 
Boscouzr Park, Poxespown, axp Sourszovene Omwisus Syxpicate, Luutrep—Creditors 
- on or before Nov 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulais 
debts or claims, to Arthur Williams, Metroj ole chmbrs, Bournemouth. Druitt, 
solor for liquidator 
Duzasco Correr Syxpicate, Liuitep (1x Liqurpatios)—Creditors are uired, on or 
po ag age 4 send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Walter Bramall, 7-11, Moorgate st. Greenip & Co, 1 and 2, George st, 
Mansion , solors to liquidater 
Nicsot & Crowrnen, Limirep-P-ta for winding up, presented Sept 21, directed to be 
ome credit "sets ~y pnd no wen : han: os rr, I rest 
it rs. ice a} must reach the above~ not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 8 x4 
Becorpixe fg om Limrrz0— Petn for winding up, presented Sept 25, directed to be 
heard Oct 24, Maddisons, 6 6, Old Jewry, solors to petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the Deurtanee not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 
Wirtam Broomer & Co Liurrep —Creditors are required, on or before Nov 3, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or c aims, to John Gordon 
Byron Mawson, 44, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. Thompsun & Co, Birkenhead, solors to 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 45. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gazette,—Tuxspvay, Sept. 1 
Arrietos, Axwe Exizaveru, Great Ayton York Nov 12 Watson & Co. Stockton on Tees 
Asquirs, Wittiam, Halifax, ‘Innkeeper Oct 1 Barstow & Midgley. Halifax 
Beproxp. Gronce, Edgbaston, Warwick, Licensed Victualler Oct 22 Fowke & Son, 


Bios, Eowix, Brighton Oct 7 Foy & Co, Clifford’s inn 

Bows», Rev Jous, Talgarth, Breem Nov 2% Mannings, Old Broad st 
Buvp, Puascis, Basingstoke, Southampton Sept 20 Bayley Baxingstoke 

Crank, el Bisotzy, Merrow, Surrey, Solicitor Oct 29 Burgoynes & Greatbach, 


Peaxces Geeravoz. Bath Oct 13 = & Bush, Bath 
Cornish, Li 


es — Livespool Beptl © 
Eitiso-, Sooass poet, Seen Hall, Lincs Oct1 Danby & Co 





Co, Lincoln 


Hestenvrst, Saran, Middlesbrough Oct 1 Thompson, Malddlesheough 
Hupson, Joux, Cheddar, Somerset Oct 22 Gwynn & Masters, Bristo 
Hu um, < Cones, Heaton Chapel, Lancs, Colour Manufacturer Oot 6 Boote & Co, 


ester 

Isaac, Henry, Iron Acton. Glos, Farmer Oct 18 Tanner & — Bristol 
Lazonsy, Mrs Anne, Headinglev. Leeds Sept 17 Bond & Co, L 
PaRKEs, Lae oll Pursenouse, Daresbury, Malvern, Worcester Oct 29 Pinsent & Co, 

ingham 
Parratr, Mary Ann, Halifax Oct1 Barstow & Midg 
Sravevey, Tureza, Tollesbury, Essex Oct 18 Lee, Colchester 
Srroset, AnTonix. Kirchrode, Germany Nov 10 Mason & Co, Gresham st 
Trompson. WitiiaAM CHAPPELL. Bristol Oct 22 — & Masters, Bristol 
Turver. Wit.1aM, Stockp rt Oct 20 Yates, southpo’ 
Twevtvereses, Richarp Harree, Hornsey Oct 16 rrokeley. Lambton rd, Hornsey Rise 
Watrorp, Tuomas, Solihull, Warwick Oct 31 Fallows & Rider, Lancaster pl, Strand 
WEINBERG, Jacos Notting! , Merchant Oct 22 Maples & McCraith, Nottingham 
Wiis, Anne, Hologwyn anddaniel, Anglesey Sept 39 Rowland, Bangor 
WIrTueErs, — Tuck, Arundel st, Strand, solicitor Oct 22 Withers & Co, Arundel st, 
8tran 
Zaxnzeweka, CLARA WILHELMINE von, Hove, Sussex Oct 6 Cruesemann & Rouse 


Gracechurch st 

don Gazette.—Fripay, i ag 14. 
ArcuEr, THomas. ne... "Norfolk Oct 11 Partridge & Vo. King’s Lynn 
AUBERTIN, JoHN James, Blackheath Nov14 Tamplin & Co Fenchurch st 
Barser, Wit.14m, Ipplepen, Devon, Farmer Oct 23 Baker & Co, Newton Abbot 
Bucxtoy, Heyry, lington Oct1 Gilling, te 
Burtter, Freperick, Birmi <r gh Oct 31 Rabnett, Birmingham 
CHARNLEY, JoHN James, Crozier st, Lambeth Oct 28 Gordon, Golden sq. Regent st 
Dvuy.op, Repecca, Newcastle —— Tyne Nov 1 Sutton & Millons, Newcastle upon ha 
Evrick, Ricnarp, Milton next Sittingbourne, Kent Oct 8 hea & Co, “ 
Exuis, Barsara Mary. Stroud Great Oct 20 Stothart. Coleman 
Ex.ison, Gzorce Paget, Boultham sy Oct 1 Danby t Co, Lin 
Fesryiey, Mitrorp, Ovenden, Halifax, Worsted Spinner, Oct rtd Jubb & = ot ralifax 
Forp, Wii11am, Gooderst ne, "Norfolk, Farmer Oct11 Matthews, Swaffham 
Fiera, Witt1am Henry, Halifax.Grecer Oct8 Dey, Halifax 
Fraser, Mary Any, Fenstanton, Hunts Oct 20 Tebbs & Son, * Bedford 
Freertu, Eien, Nottingham Nov 7 Watson & Co, No ham 
Gasz, Witiam, Frome. Somerset, Farmer Sept 29 Cruttwell & Co, From 
a, Cuar.es, Farnborough, Southampton, Grocer Oct 11 
ot 
Gites, Anruur Bricxwoop, Hillingdon Nov’ Gush & Co, A conga circus 
GoppEN, Epwakrp, wich, Kent pnw 29 GT ee Faversha' 
Go pswortTsy, Jutia Ann, Amador, California, US Oct 15 Paige & Grylls, Redruth 
ee Ste Manchester, Hotel Keeper Nov 11 Bygott & Sons, Sandbach, 


GreenHAten, Ricnarp, Oldham, Cotton Mill Manager Nov3 Innes, Manchester 

HAWKSEY, ANDREW, St Helens, Lanes, Cabinet Maker Oct 31 Fox, rom at Helens 

Heapine, James, Goosey. #«iks, Yeoman Oct16 Haines, Faringdon 

os. ~~ Azruur, South Melbourne, Victoria Oct 24 St Barbe & Co, Delahay 
st, 


ontiollest & Co, 


‘estminster 

Kaye, Witu1am, Altrincham Oct 31 Tallent-Bateman & Thwaites, Manch 

Laxes. Rosert Govutp, and Rosert RassieicnH Lakes, St Austell, ed Oct 6 
Shilson & Co, St Austell 

Looker, Ricwarp, Cambridge, (lerk Oct12 Francis & Co, Cambridge 

Lyz, Hesry Joun, Crewkerne, Builder Oct 29 Saunders, Crewkerne 

Macautay, WitiiaM Henry, Leicester Oct 22 Macaulay & Bennett, Leicester 

— 1cort. EuizaBeTH Mary Botton, Cookham, Berks Oct 13 Thomas, Maidenhead 

Moon, Georce, Waltham, Kent, Victualler Oct 20 Fielding, Canterbury 
Perry, Lionet Freperick, Southampton Oct 27 Paris & Co, Southampton 
Pow, er MaysELL, Buckingham Palace 1d Oct 31 Bowman & Hayward, 
row 

Ryriz. Witt14m Donaxp, Sun ct, Cornhill, Merchant: Nov 1 Roweliffes & Co, Bedford row 

Simpson, Wittiam, Leigh, Lancs Oct 18 Gilroy & Speakman, Leigh 

SLATER, Hexzsert, Morecambe, Lance, Butcher Oct 12 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under 
uyne 

Somervitte, Harriet Sopuy, Grove Park, Kent Oct 11 Hicklin & Co, Trinity sq, 
Southwark 

‘TWEEDALE, James, Uyde, Chester, re - Nov 20 Brownson, Hyde 

Tyor, Carotine, Gravesend Oct 5 ynes, Grosvenor rd, South Belgravia 

Watson, Hexsenrt, Sheffield, i, Aephalter “oo 7 Taylor & Co. Sheffield 

Yarp, Tuomas, Leicester Oct22 Macaulay & Bennet* a rc 

London ~— —Tvurspay Sept. 

Bernsterx, Jouy, Liverpool Gregson & Birkbeck Wilson, Liverpoo! 

Bicery, ALEXANDER, Sheffield, Sates Plate Merchant Decl Taylor #00, uo, sheffield 

Bowv.er, Tuomas, and ELIZABETH Bowp.er, Shrewsbury, Salop Oct 27 Nuteey & 
Payne, Shrewsbury 

Bosneseee. Seana, Wadsley Bridge, Sheffield, Engineer Aug 29 Taylor & Co, 
She 

Brown, WILLIAM Benny, Market Lavington, Wilts work iy a, Devizes 

Busrows, Horace, Eye. Buffolk, Painter Lawton & Co, EB 

Bussy, Tuomas, Sparkbrook, Birmiogham, Grocer Nov 10 “sanders & Parish, Birmiog- 


ham 
Corsy, Cuanies, Maddox st Oct18 Barker, Bedford row 
Cox, James Cairprs, Barcombe, Sussex, Cordwainer Oct 20 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 
Crosstey, Joun Epwarp, ‘Harrogate, York, Drysalter Oct20 Foid & Warren, Leeds 
Deav , Panny Percy, East wich grove Oct 22 Pegler, 8t Benet chmbrs, Fen- 
church 
Dixon, _. Dibden, Southampton Nov 30 Merriman & Co, King’s Bench 
waik. Tem; 
Drover, THomas Henny, Farnham. Pome Smith Oct15 Hollest & 5G, Farnham 
Dupsox. Gronrce, Marine Store Dealer Oct 16 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Eocremont, Frances Mania, Gosport, Hants Novl1 Brown & Co, Wakefield 
Eivis Frepericx fom, Southsea Oct 27 Davies, Strand 
Go.tpga, Marta Dec4 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct 
Greame. Emma, an ay Oct 31 Wi n & Weyman, Ludlow, Salop 
Heyoate, Rev Taomas Epauvunp, Sow on Sea Nov5 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct 
InaLesizip, VaLentine Orway, Victoria a Westminster Uct 31 Leighton & Savory, 
Clement's ian, Strand 
Lixrorp, Cuartes Wombwell, York, Joiner Oct 15 Raley & Sons, Barnsley 
Macurmson Jenemian, Wyke, Bradford Oct 15 Farrar & Crowther, ord 
Mass, Capt Bonsce, on Boie, Essex Oct 28 Goddard, Old Serjeants’ iu, 


Chan 
Marks, Joun Rows, N . Boot Manufacturer Oct 20 Fhillips. Northampton 
Ospory, Gacees Baitey, Bi Queensland, Builder Oct 31 Bowman & Haywatl, 
Bedford row 
Rosissoy, James Mason, Winchester Oct 15 Desting, Winchester 
Bane. Janz, Eye, Suffolk Oct 20 Lawton & Co, 
Sreanns, Laura, T Oct 16 Wright & ~ Live 
Wavseworrs, Fanny, Greetland, York Sept 30 Marshall, Stax 
Warrmone, WILLIAM, Edgbaston. Birmio “7 Oct 18 Beale & Co, Birmingham 
Wonensier, Cuances Joun, Hastings Atkinson & Atkiason, Hastings 








WANING TO INTENDING Houses Purcuasgers anv Lessess.—Before pul- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E., are ee 65, Victoria-street, West 

par 





Bat, Jous, W: Sanitary Inspector Oct 8 Goodct.ild, Norwich 
Baavr, Craze Karz, St Osyth, Sept 29 Synnot, Manningt: 
Basan, Paaxcus, Brighton Oct 10 Howlett & Clatke, Brighton 





minster quoted on receipt of ticulars. Established # 
years. Telegrecas, “* Sanitation.’’—{Apvr.] 
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BANKRUPICY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, Sept. 28. 
RECEIVING ORD. 
Avsert, Henry, Tottenham Court rd, Licensed Victualler 
High Couit ket Aug 3i Ord Sept 24 
Autsor, AtpzrtT Epwarp, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, 
Journeyman Baker wNottingham Pet Sept 23 Ord 
, Great Tower st, Provision 
et Sept4 Ord a 22 
Bitows, ALBERT Epwarp, Oakham, Rutl Photo- 
grapher Leicester Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 
Broapev: mS CHARLES Henson, armen Physician 
Poole Pet Sept17 Ord July 25 
Brunton, yo hd SE mye West Kensington, 
Kngineer High Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 24 
Buriey, Ricnarp Joun, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Grocer 
Birmingham Pet sept 24 Ord Sept 24 
Burcuer, Cuaries, Hignbury, Clerk High Court Pet 
Sept 25 Ord 26 


“_-t iy 5 as Flint, Grocer Chester Pet Sept 14 
Oxon, 


Bept 26 
Barroccro, Uco, Fowkes bid: 
im) High Court 


Ro + Grimsbury. Banbury, 
Butcher Banbury Pet —. Ord Sept 26 

Eastwoop, Rosert, Bowlee, Innkeeper 
Pet Sept1i Ord Se 





Home, 


Oldham 
GitsorN, WiLL1AM Henry, Manchester, Tob ist Man- 
chester Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 26 
Greaves, THomas Wi.iiam, and Wittiam GrorcEe 
RanpDAatt, East India Dock rd, Electrical Engineers 
High Vourt Pet Sept26 Ord 26 
Hatt, James Cocksury, Holyhead, aeaw, Watchmaker 
Ban Pet 21 Ord Sept 21 
Ropegt NEST, aS Pn Surgeon 
terbury Pet sept 26 Ord Se 
Hottanp, GAMALIEL, jun, Denton, 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Sept 25° Ord Sept 25 
Hoowe, De Brinscall, Lancs Bolton Pet Sept8 Ord 
epi 
lane” Halifax, Hatter Halifax Pet Sept 24 
t 
Hys.or, WitL14m, Paternoster row, Tailor High Court 
Pet Bept 25 Ord Sept 26 
James, Epwix, A Abeniaze, Milk Vendor 
Pet Sept 256 Ord Sept 25 
Jupp, Wi1.114M, Cambridge st, Ecclestonsq Brighton Pet 
aug 25 Ord Sept 26 
Lume, 4 B, Gracechurch _* Accountant High Court Pet 
July 16 Ord bept 26 
Maveuay, Jonny, —.. Commission Agent Carlisle 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Se; 
Moores, WALTER Groncr, a Manufacturer 
Piymouth Pet Sept 26 Or 
Nozroy, Joun ARNOLD, Billiter Ls) High Court Pet 
Aug 27 Ord bept 26 
Fark, Samugt Jouy, yr Butcher’s Assistant 
Exeter Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept u2 
aa Maddox st High Court Pet July 12 Ord 
Pickiss, JAMEs, ie Yorks, Engineer Bradford Pet 
Sept19 Ord se 
Piuixe. Tuomas 1 Sie =~ Rochdale, Joiner 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Se 
Porert, W1..114m, South ast, 
Court Pet aug 24 Ord sept 26 
aes, Joan, 8t oman, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet 
Sept ll Ord Sept 24 
Rice, te — i Ratenaien, Grocer Leicester Pet 
TR. og B. “Brendon, Devon, Farmer h Court 
bs bead 1 oo Sept a me 
CHARDS, JOHN WILL ta berystwyth, Cardigan, Yeast 
Agent Aberyst' st dling Pot Bopt 2 Ord Sept 24 
Roperrs, Asoumn. house Keeper 
Scarborough Pet onary “Ord Sept 26 
_— James, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler Cardiff Pet 
25 
SHEPHERD, Pa ming Marton Hill, Bristol Grocer Bristol 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 
Buxpizy, Groner, South ponent, Derbys, Builder 
Derby Pet sept12 Ord Se 
Brzpoixc, Epwix HupsweE., al Yorks, Builders’ 
Merchant Barnsley Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 
Stevens, G@zorce Epryx, Hi Manchester, Toy Dealer 
Manchester Pet Sept 5 Sept 26 
Tayton, Wittiam Joun, Goswell rd High Court Pet 
Bept 26 Ord Sept 26 
aa YT jun, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Sept 22 
Venrry, tell Tuomas, Sackville st, unin, Architect 
wot Gauss ag td ee - 
ITER, ILLIAM ANTHONY, lewstone, erefords, Cattle 
Dealer Hereford Ket Sept 10 Ord Bept 25 
Warreaxsa, fg hemagg ibe, _ A 
ictualer Preston 25 Ora Sept 25 
Ba = FIRST MERTINGS 
ILey, MonracuE AvuGustTus, 8 Contractor 
Sat 12 24, Railway a Aner 8 } 
Banpocono, Veo, Fowkes bdge, Grex breed, Provision 
porter 8 at 12 lags, Carey st 
Brarp, — ALBERT, Wandsworth Oct’ Bat 290 wu, 
app, London 
Rusmon, J A. Ames, and Grorncr Waker, Wrexham, 
Dealers Oct 9 at 12 The Priory, Wrexham 
Buows, Atpgat Epwa Rutland, Photo- 
grapher Oct 5at 3 Off Reo, 1, Berridge et, Leicester 
sician 


Baoapnurst, CuarLes Henson, Bo 
bere is aH a ubenet | 
LOCK, JAMES ’ 
ees. fy ge pron, Goose Oct 9 at 
ALLENDER, Miutox Rexam ran Surgeon 
Oct $ at 11 Off Reo, 4 Castle pl, Par te tte 
Ciarx, ep Holton Holgate, , Farmer Oct 16 at 
ee Lp CL 
ILLIAM JOnN, ineer Oct 5 at 
cont Maayan Lode Big 
. ROK. 
Teed Onntocmna veley, Plumber Oct 6 at 8 A 


Dickinson, Ricnhaup Epwanp » Kirton, tom, ( Grocer 
ati2 Off Rec, 4 and 6, "West st, Boston ” 





Evays, Evan Jenxix, Hafod, Glam, Tailor Oct 5 at 12 
Merth 


135, yr 
Haccrer, ALBERT ee U Parkstone, Dorset, 
Watchmaker Oct 5at 1’ of Wee, Radios st, Salisbury 
Hices, Frep Atsert, St J ‘yohn’s Wood, Builder 
12° Bankruptcy bidgs, 


otcy Carey st 
Hose, a, Alnwick, Flour Merchant Oct 5 at 11.30 
Otf Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Houwanp, GAMALIEL, jun, Denton, 


Lanes, Fishmonger Oct 
5at2.45 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manches 

Howarp eg Wolverhampton, ¥raiterer Oct 9 at 11 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Hueuss, ALBERT gan > St Martin’s, nr Oswestry, Salop, 
Butcher Oct 9 at12.45 The Paecy, Wrexham 

os Jossru_ Henry, = ARTHUR ans GREEN, 

12 at3 Rec, 172, High 
st, Southampton 


Jonnson, WiLLiAM Jonny, Sunderland, Routes 
t Oct 5 at 3.30 Off Rec, 25, John st, d 
KeE.Lerman, Ouanies ANDREW, Old Kent rd, Pork Butcher 
Oct 8 at12 Bankru . Carey st 
Lams. NicHo.as, Butcher Oct5at3 Off 
Ree, 25, John st, #1 vevhadenh 
Lames Jauzs, Norwich. eo Soepeaeee Oct 6 at 12 Off Rec, 
LEYLAND, JouN, Bolton, tony Spindle Maker Oct 5 at 8 Off 
Lywnou, ase, Grvclaeetetie, Lancs, Grocer Oct 10 
at 12.30 County Court House, Blackburn 
Mesrisox, Henry, Shelton Lock, a, Patent Oven 
Builder Oct5atil Off Rec, 47, Fuli st, Derby 
Morcay, Arrnur Eryest. Ross, Hereford, Gent Oct 8 
at 10 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Paix, BamueL Joun, Teignmouth, Butcher’s F  ~yyae 
10 at 10.80 Off Rec, 18, Bedford circus. Ex: 
Parritt, FrepErick CHARLES, ~ ag —. "Se 8 
at12 Off wi te chmbrs. Newport, M: 
Parkes, Groner Jonn, Coven, nr Wateachaeegten, | Butcher 
Oct 17 at 10.15 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
ow a. Pudsey, Yorks, Engineer Oct 9at11 Off 
Rec, 3 1, Manor row, 
PoweEL, ae Warucnst, Cardiff, Builders’ Merchant 
Oct 5at3 117, 8t Mary st, st, Cardiff 
Puasiey, Jouy, St Thomas, Exeter, Butcher Oct 10 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 18, Bedford circus, Exeter 
me A ney Joux, Leicester, Grocer Oct 5 at 12.30 
ff Rec, .- st, Leicester 
a. on Percy st, ~ ee Victualler Oct 8 at 1 
4 bldgs, Carey 
Snancaxo, Boa HRAIM Mneer mae Launceston, Corn- 
| ey, LE 6, Athenzeum terr, Plymouth 
sous C Cuar.es, Hackney rd Oct 8 at 11 ptcy 


arey st 

gusende y + aed South Normanton, Derby, Builder 
Oct 5at 11.3) Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Tease, WILu14M, jun, Leeds, B Butcher Oct 5 at ll Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Watton, Josers, Prestwich, Lancs. Stonemason Oct 5 
at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Warkixs, CurisTiaNna Saran, Bayswater Oct 5 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Watkins, Jonx Cuaries, Grosmont. Mon, Licensed 
Victualler OctSat10 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Wesster, Witt1am AntHony, Glewstone, nr Ross, Hereford, 

ae A 

ELCcH, HELEN, 1 95, 

chmbrs, Temple av 

Wauireusap, Daviv Horie, Manchester, ye Agent 
Oct 5 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 

WuitinG, Gzorcr. Killamarsh, Derby, Grocer Oct 5 at 2.30 


Ange an, Gane 
‘Wixson, James Besstry, Lancaster, Cycle Dealer Oct 5 at 
2 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Pre: 


ston 
Yates, Epwarp, Preston, Confectioner Oct 5 at 3 Off 
kee, 14, st, 
Amended notice substituted for that pants in the 
I J r, Bedgefiela eben t Lab Oct 5 at 3 
CETON, JOSEPH ourer a 
Off Res, 8, Albert rd, Middleborough 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Autsorp, AtpErtT Epwarp, Sutton in anaes, | Notts. 
a Baker Nottingham Pet Sept 26 Ord 


Brarp, as Apert, Wandsworth Wandsworth Pet 
July 24 Ord Sept 26 
Buarey, Ricwarp am Balsall Worcester, Grocer 


Blrvalaghm et ct 
or CHA) ans Hie 


1, eee Clerk High 
a one, , Preston Pet 
Cusges' Guan, ow, Bucks, Coal Merchant Banbury 
Cocks, b= 1 — coun, Clapham Wandsworth Pet July 


24 

Cox, a dsworth, Goldsmith Birmingham Pet 

Sept 14 Ord Sept 24 

Dickson, Ricuarp Epwarp, Kirton, ar Boston, Lines, 
Grocer Bost Sept 5 Ord 


on 
Exston, Bexyamin Roser, om, wed Victualler 
Swansea Pet Sept 2i Ord Sept 24 
Graypon, NewnuamM, Fenchurch st, Journalist High Court 
Pet Aug 23 Ora Sept 21 
GREAVES, HOMAS WILLIAM, 
India Dock 


High Court Pe Sept 26 — > 
‘quaker Bangor” fut Sept 0 een Watch- 
Sages _ re - Contractor Wandsworth 
Hoca, James, Alnwick, Flour Merchant Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Sept 11 Os eats 


and Wiitiusm Grorcs 
Electrical 


) am, 5 


eats 


—~ om 
ymou' ‘et Sept 26 
Morgan, ARTHUR oe Ross, Hereford Hereford Pet 
Aug 16 
Mons, ae S Abertillery, Mon, Grocer Tredegar 
Sept 1 


1 lg 
Sean sane, a Sent hs Butcher's Assistant 
ixeter 


PanrTHER, Wier ‘Sawn, Baruch a st, Ham 
Beef Dealer 


Ham and 
= 20 Ord Sept 24 
Parkes, Samvzr,, a “Satod Grocer West 


Bromwich Pet Aug 24 oa Sept 
PHILLIPs, wt Wilts, Builder Salisbury 


5 

Thomas Hecror Kenrsuaw. Rochdale, Joicer 
Pet 26 «Ord 26 

Pows., Davin pee Cardiff, Builders’ Merchant 
Cardiff Pet A Ord 


pt 2 
Pupyey, Bee IKE, — Kent, Tailor Canter- 
bury PetSeptié Ord Sept 25 
Pvex, Epwarp Cuarves, and Georce Harrison Sav- 
BOTHAM, Fenton, Staffa Stoke upon Trent Pet Aug28 


Ord Sept 
Rice, Wiis comm} Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet 
Sept 24 Ord 
ce Abonrsteth Yeast Agent 


“wey on , es 
Aberystwith t 2: 
vid ng house Keeper 
- 4 Pet Sept 2) 


Roperts, ALFRED, 
Scar! Pet Sept 25 Ord 
~~") Beds, Baker 
2 a opt bt Ord Boyt 24 Builders’ 
Barnsley Pet 
+ High 


oumten hy Strand, 
Court Pet July 31 Ord Sept 26 

TayLor, Jonx, Banbury, Oxon, Coal Merchant Banbury 
Pet 12 Ord Sept 24 

Tayior, Witiiam Jouyx, Goswell rd High Court Pet 
Sept 23 Ord 26 

Taz, Wittiam, jun, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Sept 
22 Ord Sept 22 


Travier, Eowis, and Arraur Tray_er, Pembroke Dock, 
iiapers Pembroke Dock Ord Sept4 Und Sept 25 
Verity, Francis Tuomas, st, y; 
Architect igh Crass Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 
bata Davip Hoy ez, 
gent Salford Pe: Aug29 Und Sept 24 
Westen. Joun CookerILL, M Lanes, 
Victualler Preston Pet dept 25 Ord Sept 25 


PILuineG 


a 
Mer 


Licensed 


London Gazette —Tuzspay, Oct. 2, 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Apps, Samven, and Joun Ernest ame, Bidlesham, 
Chichester, Grocers Brighton Pet Sept 29 "ond 


Sept 
Arxixsoy, Gzorecz Harry, Great Grimsby, Furniture 
Dealer Grimsby Pet Sept 24 Ora Sept 28 
Baitey, Wituam Lawsence, jun, es cy nr _ 
Farmer Northalierton Pet Sept 7 


yp Dalston, Licensed Victualler Croydon | 
Pet Aug Y Ord Sept 
— —y = any Hackney High Court Pet Aug 29 


Brute. Som on Holloway, Furniture Remover High 

Perbept 27 Ord Sept 27 

ual Por oy ‘Tredegar, Plumber Tredegar Pet 
Septis On 

Francis, Henny, Deeping, Lincs, Farmer, Peter- 
boro Pet @ Deane 

Girrorp, lanelly, Fishmonger Carmar- 
then 2° 


Gross, Arraurn Fe.ix, Hayton, Nottingham, Farmer 
Lincola Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 
Hits, Facoquser FitzHEespeet, 
Baie 


ARLES JonN, Li 
29 


Howakgp, or ® Percy 
Pet Sept 27 


Hueu ewe 5 


Owsry, ones A... » 
ham Pete . Bept 28 
Perciv aed Ane Gas 
Pet Sep 3 


Preirrer, "Aste 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 29 

Powe tt, Jouy, and WiLiiam pessoa, Cardiff, Builders 
Cardiff Pet Sept 27 Ord 

Price, Joun Cuar.es Wastin She Pork Butcher 
chelteaham Pet Sept 26 


’ H 
Rotwheelwtight Kingstn apo Huu’ Pet Sept 28. Ord 





Horze, Rosert Ernest, Dover, Kent, 
Canterbury Pet 26 oe 


Hoiwann, Gamaisn, 
Ashton under 2° Ora Sept 25 
Houeurs, Joseen — and hee ARTHUR =. m4 


chester, Builders W: 4 
Jauzs, Epwin, , Boy ~B, Lg 
dare Pet 


Bept 25 Ord Bape 30" 





R art, Daven, on err F oe 
Dresser am 

Rywanxp, Growin, fowkesbury my + A), 4 
Pet Sept 28 gs 

Scarrs, Sav1, Groton, Baker Ipswich Pet Sept 
a Ord @ 

Viney, Jeux 
Guildford 


jes 








754; 


—— vo 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Oct. 6, 1900. 























Woon, Joszen Save Cotopent. | Barman Newcastle on 

en Tyne Pet Sept 29 Ord 

- Amended notice substituted or that published inthe 

@ London Gazette of Sept 18 

4 Barmy, Monracue Aucustus, Penge, Surrey, Contractor 
Croydon Pet Septi4 Ord Sept 14 




















FIRST MEETINGS 
Axsson, Jouyx, Whiston, Yorks, Joiner" Oct 9fat 12 Off 
Rec, ln, Sheffield 


Apert, Henry, Tottenham st, Tottenham Court rd, 
Licensed Victualler Oct 12 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


bidgs, , Carey st 

Biakeway, Hannah, Blackheath, Staffs, Painter Oct 16 
at 10.30 Off Rec, Wolverham pton st, Dudley 

— ie Sketty, Glam, - Vendor Oct 11 at 


a...§ See Szprimvs, Kensington, Engineer Oct 

Bi oad @ Hight Cl bet 11 {1 Bank 

UTCHER, RLES, ury, Cler! at 1 nk- 
bldgs, Carey st 


Cocks, Wituiam Joux, Clapham Oct 9 at 11.30 2, 
Railway app, London Brid, 





Carey st 
Bares, Saran Axx, Lower Clapton rd Oct 10at1 Bank- | 








Pricz, Joszpn, Cradley Heath. Gun Barrel Manu- 
facturer Oct 10 at 11 Oe Her ‘Wolvechatapton. st 


Dudley 
Suaw, Ew York rd, Camden rd, Cheesemonger Oct 11 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 
STanDEn, ALFRED Arruur, 8t Ives, Hunts, Coach 
Oct 9at12 Off Ree, ry, Cambridge 
| Tuomas, CHARLES, Be: er Ot 9at2 Off Rec, 
4 Railway app, London Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONE. 
Arxiysoy, Grorcz Harry, Great Grimsby, ner 
Dealer Great Grimsby Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 28 
Bac.ey, a Puan Itkley, York, Stockbroker Leeds Pet 
Bett. in dons Ray Ey | =n Remover High Court 
pt 
Biv aa STEPHEN, st, Cripplegate High Court 
Pet Aug 29 Ord 
Broapuurst, CHartes Henson, Spa, Fhysician 
Poole Pet Sept-17 Ord 8 


Davis, JoserH Evans, a in Plumber Tredegar 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 29 


Montcomery, Henry, Crewkerne, Brewer Yeovil Pet 
Sept 28 Ord 


pt 
Nicuouas, DanrE., onypandy, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 

Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
Noses, Harry, Idle, Bradford, are Keeper Brad- 
. wag Pet Sept 27 Ord Se 
WEN, Sotomon Epwakp, lawort, Butcher Birming- 

ham Pet Sept 11 ae 
_ 4 Stove Fitter 

Warrington Pet Sena? d Se 
Perry, James Epwagrp, —_ Hil Be Sussex Brighton 
Pet Aug18 Ord 
Perry, WILiIAm, Bexbal, _ os Hastings Pet Aug 
Ord Sept 27 


21 
Pow eer Jouy, and WILL14m . yp Cardiff, Builders 
Pet Sept 27 Ord 
Price, =. Cuaries WILLIAM, ctesham, Pork Butcher 
Cheltenham Pet Sept og Ord. i * 
taber Exeter Pet 


Puas.ey, er St Thomas, Ex 
Sept 11 Ord it 27 

Purkis, ALFRED OBERT, Peterborough, Commercial 
Traveller Peterborough Pet Augi3 Ord Sept 27 

Rzzp, oa BONE Sarat, Bromley, Kent Croydon Pet 
Bept5 Ord tt 27 


Ricwar moat Txomas Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Wheel- 








ge 
Cotciovcn, Onartes Epwarp, Macclesfield Oct 9 at 11 
Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfi 
Eston, Bex) amin 
Oct 11 at 12 Off Rec, Swansea 
ae James Cocxsury, = Watchmaker Oct 9 at 
chmbrs. Chest 


meio LEN, Bruiscall, _ Oct 9 at 1045 Town 
Hall, Sale rooms, Chorl 7 

Howsz11, Atrrep, Halifax, Hatter Oct 10 at 3 Off Rec, 
Townhall chmbrs, Croesley st, Halifax 

ae Davin, Melincrsthan, nr Neath, Flannel Mer- 


st, a Banker 
Sept 26 


ge 
rE 
2 


Ethelred st, Ken: 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 29 


Francis, Henry, Market 
borough Pet Sept 27 


Oct 9 at 1230 Off Rec, 31, ” Alexandra rd, | Grrrorp, CHARLES Fons, analy, 


Pet Sept 29 Ord Se 


Joxes, Atbexo Cuartes, Birmingham, Button Maker Oct | Girsorn, Witiiam Henry, 
Manchester Pet nat 11 Ord Sept 28 
Solicitor Bristol Pet Sept 10 


Ord Sept 27 
Gross, AgtHvR Feix, eee, = Nottingham, Farmer 


10 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Lovett, Davin, Oct 9 at 3 Of Rec, 95, Temple | Giapstone. Jouy, B 


Miter, Freperick wy, Croydon, Draper Oct 10 at 11.30 





Diez, _— Grorcina, Eaton ter High Court Pet 
July4 Ord it 28 


Du Mosr, Louis THEODORE Witiian, Budge row, Cannon Sept 29 
h Court 
Epwarps, Witiram, and Epwarp Grorcze Mepway, Byax, . Rev Azruva, Brentford 


Fixptay, W J, he hal Hall st, Merchant High 
Court Pet ‘April 12 Ord Sept 27 


wright Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 29 Ord 


Pet July 20 Ord Rosensiatt, Davin, Bulwell, a. Leather Dresser 
No ttingham Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 
Brentford Pet Aug 8 


Ry ae ten ens. Blacksmith Cheltenham 
Pet Bept 28 Ord Sept 28 


Lines, Farmer Peter- Soanee, ES kotor Suffolk, Baker Ipswich Pet Sept 


27 
monger Carmarthen “ae Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet Sept 25 


by yy Tobacconist 


, Builders High Court 


Sueripan, Duprey Pesnens, Abchurch In High Court 
Pet June 12 Ord Sept 27 

Srevens, Grorcr Epen, ey mere Toy Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Sept6 Ord ons 

Viyey, Joun Hewry, jun, hook. Hants, Builder 
Guildford Pet Sept2s Ord Sept 2 26 





24. Reilway a London Bridge Lincoln Pet Sept 27 Ord 8 
a Wrerexo,’ Hank Publican Oct 9at11.30 Off | Hitpeseanp, Coaries — “Maddox st High Court Viegas “ “iligh Ouuct Bet Ogea? ol Gon =. Boot 
Newcastle under Lyme Pet Aug il Ord Sept 27 Watroy, Harriey, Nelson, hana, General Mill Furnisher 


| 
want He » peg Southport, Egg Merchant Oct | 
11 at 10.30 5 ag Victoria st, Liverpool | 
OBLE, wry Bradford, Destouee? Keeper Oct 10 Hucnes, Witiram D, 
at1l Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Brad 


81. Alexandra 1d, Swansea 
Pawraer, Wittiam SAqvzr,, Boroug’ 
Beet 


h High st, Ham and | | Kersatt, ” Josern, 
Dealer Oct 10 at 12 Seatrenter bldgs, Carey st Manufact’ 


ay yd Rosert Dennison, Morecambe. Lancs, Joiner | Loverr. Davin, Enfield Edmonton 
28 


"= Oct 9at11 Off, Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston Sept 
Poxsroox, AxtHoxy, Hammersmith Oct 12at 12 Bank- Mituer, Freperick y- Croydon, Draper Croydon Pet 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st Aug7. Ord Sept 27 


| Howeit, Atrrep, Halifax, Hatter Halifax Pet Sept 24 
Ord Sept 24 


Llanerchymed 
ford Bangor Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 27 
Owzwys, J H, Port Talbot, Glam, Builder Oct9at12 Off | Jewxrxas, Ricuarp, and Jacos Atrrep Jacoss, Willesden 
Ree, 31. Green, Builders High Court Pet May 15 Ord Sept 29 
Stanningley, Leeds, Worsted Coating 
urer Leeds Pet Sept 28 Roy 28 


Burnley Pet Aug 21 
va em Guiseley, Yow _>i Pet Aug 14 Ord 
Pp 


Wiyket, Barenp Macaiet, ond See st, Oilbroker 
High Court Pet June27 Ord Se 

Woopwarp, Francis Wituram Wiece, Montague st, 
Russelleq High Court Pet July6 Ord Sept 26 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Cutten, WituiAmM ARruur, ora rd, East Dulwich. 

Boge 2 High Court Adjud July 18 Annu 
Pp 


d, Anglesey, Butcher 


et Sept 26 Ord 








INCORPORATED 


LAW SOCIETY. 


CLASSES AND TUITION FOR ARTIOLED CLERKS. 
TUTORS. 
J. Cantsr Harrison, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.—Equity, Conveyancing, Common Law, and Bankruptcy. 


Lzonanp H. West, LL.D., Birkbeck Bank- chambers, Chancery-lane, W.C.—Cri 


Criminal and Magisterial Law ; Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty ; and 


Ecclesiastical Law. Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Crasses for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four 
s each week during the following periods: August to January ; 
January to June. 

These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students are 
advised to subscribe for a full course otherwise the work must necessarily 
be hurried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it 
is recommended that they should avail themselves of both modes of in- 
struction. 

Subscribers to either Class or Postal instruction have the opportunity of 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or 
by letter at any time. 

To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 
——, the post has ym devised, and is found to be useful where personal 

is impracticable 


ay instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen’s 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. 
sae can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 

of attendance, except that no fee shall be less than that for a three 
months’ course. 

Rooms are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied 
without extra charge. 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 

The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society 
on three afternoons in each week during the cease y periods: August to 
November ; October to January ; January to April ; ch to June. 

Subscribers may subscribe for successive classes. 

Books can be Obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending 

, for an annual subscription of a guinea and a-half to cover the course 
of work for the Final Examination, and Stephen’s Commentaries can be 
supplied to either Class of Postal Subscribers, at an annual subscription 

one guinea, on application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 
In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination 
Postal instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the 
selected portions of Stephen's Company. 
For those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is 


Fee 





afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity 
Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law 
Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 

that the Sane course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
Articles, and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination has 
been passed. 
The results obtained have been satisfactory. Many pupils have obtained 
honours, and the percentage of passes is a high one, exceeding 85 per cent. 
of between three and four hundred pupils who last presented themselves for 
examination. It has happened on several occasions that all Class pupils 
have been successful, anal the same has occurred in the case of subscribers to 
the Correspondence Courses. 


TERMS. 
FINAL. 

Class Instruction, 5 months... ~~“ . £9 9 0 
” oe after previous Postal Tnstruction... o 2 fe 
a ve 4 mon ssa mete he . ee 
ae e Seemetees Devel 5 Sntoaeiien.«. g g } 
” ” moni 

after previous Postal Instruction... “ és 5 50 

Postal Instruction, 2 years. ae oe re 880 

” ” 1 year ... ove . 6060 
“INTERMEDIATE. 

Class Instruction, 6 months pe See . £770 
ms - after previous Postal Instruction... 1.00... se . = sa 
on ed 3 months ois ose ai 44090 

after previous Postal nstruction... nar & 330 

Postal Instruction; 2 years ... Soe Ek ae a ee. See 660 

12 months ove ove 440 


” ” 
Articled Clerks may attend the Lectuzes ‘and C ie iven or held in connection with 
the Inns of Court, under the direction of the Council of 1 Education, upon payment 
of half the fees payable by other persons not being i. pene of an Inn of Court, the 
Council of the Incorporated Law a at reed with the Council of Legal Hduca- 
tion for payment of the remainder. erks will also be admitted to the viva voce 
Examinations at the end of each le 
Articled Clerks may obtain particulars of such Lectures and Classes, and vouchers for 
Tickets, upon application to the Szecautany of the Incorporated Law Society. 


Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made — to the SECKETABY, 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Banctay & » Lamirsp.”’ 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. pd 1898. 
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